PROTEST TO 63-34403
CAT CREEK ENERGY
WATER RIGHT APPLICATION
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RECEIVED
SEP 17 2013

STATE OF IDAHO WATER PESOURCES
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES |

07/2008

=hae

NOTICE OF PROTEST

This form may be used to file a protest with the department under sections 42-108B, 42-203A, 42-203C, 42-211, and 42-222, Idaho
Code. The department will also accept a timely protest not completed on this form if it contains the same information.

I. Matter being protested  ©3-34403 Cat Creek Energy

Wendi (John) Combs

2

Name of protestant

3. Protestant’s Representative for service (If different than protestant)
N/a

Tl . 704 Lindenwood Drive, Nampa, ID 83686

5. Service telephone no. 208-250-2592 Email Address: wendi452@aimintl.com

6. Basis of protest (including statement of facts and law upon which the protest is based)

I protest the issuance of a water right to Cat €reek Energy

(list attached) due to the wildlife and recreational area

it will destroy.

(additional pages may be attached to describe nature of the protest)

7. What would resolve your protest? Deny issuance of a water right to
Cat Creek Energy.

I hereby, acknowledge that if I, or my designated representative, fails to appear at any regularly scheduled
conference or hearing in the matter of which I have been notified at the address above, the department may
issue a notice of proposed default against me in this matter for failure to appear. I also verify that [ have served
a copy of this protest upon the applicant.

Sept?Fber 18

me

Signed thls dayyof

Protestant vWen 1 Combs

Protestant’s Representative






PROTEST TO 63-34403 CAT CREEK ENERGY WATER RIGHT APPLICATION

1. The February 1, 2016 and November 4, 2016 letters (attached) from Fish and
Game (F&G) outline many issues regarding the project that | feel strongly about
and my reason to protest the water right.

o The proposed Cat Creek Energy (CCE) site location lies within a major
migration corridor for mule deer, elk and Pronghorn. Site location is critical
and this project does not belong on Anderson Ranch Reservoir (ARR).

o There is an endangered species in the water — the bull trout and other fish
and wildlife. Vast numbers of wildlife at ARR will be significantly
compromised by the CCE project.

o F & G estimates Elmore County businesses receive about $16 million in
revenue annually from sportsmen. In 2011, an economic survey was
completed for the entire state. The survey estimated anglers made 26,000
trips and spent $4,270,000 to fish at ARR. Big game hunting, camping and
boating are also huge economic drivers at ARR. This revenue will be
substantially impacted by loss of wildlife and use of this recreational area.

o F & G are concerned about water quality impacts, including water
temperature, water fluctuations and blue green algae. There will be many
silos pumping 24/7, 365 days a year out of that reservoir. What happens to
the water (upper and lower) when ARR is extremely low from being drawn
down for irrigation?

o F & G think the elimination of 1,000 acres of habitat for the upper reservoir
could have a funneling effect to migrating big game into areas being
developed for the wind and solar part of the project.

o The greater sage grouse is a threatened species and there are noted active
leks around the project site - 1 new lek and 2 new unconfirmed leks as of
2016. F&G worked with the Mountain Home Music Festival to educate
people on the sage grouse (attached). It is ironic that the upper reservoir
(reason for water right) is critical sage grouse territory and reason to deny
the water right.

o Wildlife are public trust resources that belong to the people and ldaho
citizens. CCE (private property owner) should not be allowed to risk this
public resource or infringe on any public or private interest that comes to
ARR area for any reason. The risk to those animals and fish should be
enough to deny the water right.

2. The fact that CCE revised the Development Agreement to increase the upper
reservoir from 30,000 acre feet to 100,000 acre feet, further infringing on the
wildlife that F & G outlined prior to the increase.

3. The fact that the Amendment (attached) to the CCE Development Agreement
(related to the water) with EImore County was not signed at the September 7, 2018
hearing.



4. In the Amendment to the Development Amendment, CCE states they will withdraw
its pending protest against the County and the County agrees not to protest
against CCE'’s water right. | believe this to be a conflict of interest and a blatant
form of extortion.

5. As a property owner adjacent to the CCE project, the noise pollution caused by the
hydro project (during and post construction) will compromise my property value
and the peaceful environment | enjoy.

6. Road traffic to and from ARR, Fairfield, Sun Valley and Mountain Home will be
compromised (during construction) due to the vast amount of equipment and
materials needed to build a project of this scope. There will be major delays on the
existing road and the potential for crashes and fatalities (including wildlife) from
vehicles trying to pass.

7. | believe the proposed project will hurt all businesses from Little Camas Reservoir

to Pine/Featherville due to the loss in recreational visitors because of the

undesirable views and noise pollution caused by the project.

The power for this project will go out of state. Idaho does not need the power.

CCE stated it will be a lengthy permit process but have been misinforming the

public that they intend to be up by 2019. The Bureau of Reclamation letter

(attached) clearly states they misinformed the public.

10.1 have hundreds of signatures and letters (provided upon request) against the
project. Heartfelt stories of people that live or have traveled to the area for years.
11.The public was told it would be a ‘one time draw” from ARR and now CCE wants to

use Elmore County’s 200 cubic feet priority water right.

12.CCE claims they will not take any water already appropriated and have filed for a
water right that would siphon off only spring runoff that would spill over the dam.
This is stealing water needed to flush salmon and steelhead smolts down the
Snake and subsequent Columbia River to the Pacific Ocean.

13. What if they never provide water to Mountain Home? What if this was their plan all
along and they just want to rent the wind pads to outside people?

14. Notices should eventually be sent to all the residents of Pine/Featherville as this
1.5 to 2 billion project will affect more than just those initially notified or within1 mile
from the project site.

15. CCE should proceed to commence all the environmental and wildlife studies
necessary through BOR, FERC and NEPA, etc. These studies will determine if this
project is even feasible and if it can truly proceed with a water right or any
construction activities.

16.The approval of a water right for this project will set a precedence for other private
property owners and interested parties on ARR.

© o

For all the reasons stated above, | respectfully urge the Idaho Department of Water
Resources to deny Cat Creek Energy a water right on Anderson Ranch Reservoir.

WerWJohn glegnbs

704 Lindenwood Dr. and 1726 Aspen Dr., Pine, ID
Nampa, ID 83686
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
MAGIC VALLEY REGION C.L. "Butch" Otter / Governor
324 South 417 East, Suite 1 Virgil Moore / Director

Jerome, Idaho 83338
February 1, 2016

Alan Christy, Director

Elmore County Land Use and Building Department
520 East 2™ South Street

Mountain Home, ID 83647

RE: Wildlife Mitigation Plan for the proposed Cat Creek Energy Generation Facility
Dear Alan:

Idaho Department of Fish and Game (IDFG) staff has reviewed the Elmore County Wildlife
Mitigation Plan for the proposed Cat Creek Energy Generation Facility. It is our understanding the
plan was prepared in response to Elmore County’s (County) decision to require Cat Creek Energy,
LLC (CCE) to complete an Environmental Impact Study for conditional use permits to construct and
operate an energy generation facility. According to the plan the facility would include a 400 MW
pump-store hydroelectric facility with a 50,000 acre-ft. reservoir, a 40 MW AC photo-voltaic solar
energy array, a 39 tower, 110 MW wind energy facility, approximately 8§ miles of 230 kV
transmission line, a substation, operations and maintenance buildings, an unknown quantity of new
and improved all-weather road, and various other infrastructure. IDFG staff has participated in the
conditional use permitting process with the County and CCE since July 2015. Our involvement to
date has included three briefing and issue identification meetings with CCE representatives and their
consultants and development of proposals for services provided by IDFG. No commitment has been
made by CCE to retain IDFG services.

The purpose of these comments is to assist the decision-making authority by providing a technical
review of mitigation plan relative to potential adverse effects on fish and wildlife and their habitats
and an evaluation of the strategies identified in the plan to mitigate adverse effects. It is not the
purpose of IDFG to support or oppose this proposal. Resident species of fish and wildlife are
property of all Idaho citizens, and IDFG and the Idaho Fish and Game Commission are expressly
charged with statutory responsibility to preserve, protect, perpetuate and manage ali fish and wildlife
in Idaho (Idaho Code 36-103 (a)). In fulfillment of our statutory charge and direction as provided by
the [daho Legislature, we offer the following comments regarding the mitigation plan.

Background Information

Wildlife Resources

The Cat Creek area provides habitat for an assortment of native wildlife. The project area lies within
a major migration corridor for mule deer, elk, and pronghorn moving from high elevation summer
habitats to low elevation winter range and back. While the exact pathways and magnitude of the
migration has not been quantified, several thousand animals likely use this corridor on an annual
basis. Data from elk and mule deer radio-marked during winter in 2015 and 2016 confirmed
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considerable seasonal movements through the project area. Energy development has the potential to
disrupt these movements.

Nearly the entire project area contains ‘important’ sage-grouse habitat as identified by the State of
Idalio. Two occupied sage-grouse leks are known to occur within a half mile of the project area.
From 2013-present the Mountain Home Sage-grouse Local Working Group has conducted a radio
telemetry study of grouse in and around the Cat Creek area. Data from this study indicates grouse use
the project area during all seasons, but particularly during the breeding season (mid-March through
carly June).

In Idaho, roughly 80% of nests occur within 8-12 km {5.0-7.5 miles) of capture leks. Sage-grouse
nest success is highest in areas with adequate sagebrush overstory (>15%), where abundant perennial
herbaceous cover is available to conceal nests. Components of suitable sage-grouse (and other
sagebrush obligate bird and mammal) habitat are present in the project area including adequate
sagebrush cover and height. Project development has the potential to alter sage-grouse productivity
and use of the area. Research has shown that anthropogenic disturbances like energy developments,
linear features {improved roads), and tall structures (communication towers, transmission towers,
wind turbines, etc.) can affect sage-grouse habitat use, production, and survival at distances beyond
the development footprint (indirect effects - effects caused by the action and are farther removed in
distance or later in time, but are still reasonably foreseeable).

Numerous raptor species have been documented during the breeding season in and around the project
area including species of conservation concern like golden and bald eagles and peregrine falcons.
The geology, topography, and hydrology of the Cat Creek area suggest the project area may also lie
within migration corridor for raptors. Research has shown that renewable energy can be compatible
with breeding and migrating raptors if addressed early during the planning phases of a project.

Like raptors, the geology, topography, and hydrelogy of the Cat Creek area suggest the project area
may support resident and migratory bats. Little information is available for bats in the area due to a
lack of survey effort. Wind energy related bat mortality (primarily migratory species) has been well
documented throughout the western U.S. In southern Idaho bat mortality has been documented at
several wind energy facilities. The cumulative implication of this form of mertality on bat
populations is unclear,

Fish Resources

Anderson Ranch Reservoir (ARR) is managed as a mixed species fishery including rainbow trout,
mountain whitefish, kokanee, bull trout, landlocked Chinook salmon, yellow perch, and smaltmouth
bass fishing opportunities. The majority of the fishing pressure is made up of those anglers targeting
kokanee and smallmouth bass. The quantitative management goal for ARR is to provide a fishery
that result in catch rates of 1 kokanee / hour with a mean size of 12-14 inches. There is a history of
hatchery rainbow trout supplementation; however, this hatchery trout program has been suspended
because angler returns did not meet management goals. Kokanee and bull trout express an adfluvial
fife history (seasonally migrating to and from reservoirs and streams) largely dependent upon the
South Fork Boise River (SFBR) upstream from the reservoir. Reservoir management directly
influences these adfluvial species particularly related to their access to the SFBR.

The SFBR is mostly under general rules management with emphasis on a put-and-take rainbow trout
fishery and a small section in the upper drainage is managed for quality trout. The fishery is made up
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of redband trout, rainbow trout, brook trout, bull trout (catch-and-release only), kokanee, and
mountain whitefish, Adfluvial kokanee and bull trout are seasonally available within this fishery.
There is an active and popular stocking program within the SFBR and Big Smoky Creek including
one put-and-take pond. The current hatchery program is meeting or nearly meeting angler return
management goals. The kokanee spawning run represents a unique experience for campers and day
trip recreationists,

Fish and Wildlife Based Recreation

Hunting, fishing, trapping and wildlife viewing are major economic drivers in Idaho, supporting over
14,000 jobs and hundreds of small businesses, many of which are in rural parts of our state and
generating over $1.4 billion per year for Idaho’s economy. An economic survey of fishing was
completed for the entire state in 2011. Spending by anglers on fishing trips to Elmore County ranked
15™ out of the 44 Idaho counties, Angler spending on fishing with destinations in Elmore County was
about $14 million. This survey estimated that anglers made approximately 26,000 trips and spent
about $4,270,000.00 to fish at ARR.

Hunting is an extremely popular recreational activity in Elmore County. As an example, in 2014
hunters spent nearly 17,000 days pursuing deer and almost 4,000 days hunting elk in the SFBR
drainage alone. Hunting-related trip expenditures in 2011 for big game in ldaho were estimated at
$96/trip/day; translating to around $2 million in economic activity in and around Elmore County for
mule deer and elk hunting alone (license and tag sales, food and lodging, gear and equipment,
transportation, etc.).

General Comments

IDFG finds that the proposal is less of a mitigation plan than a general series of intended
development actions and Best Management Practices (BMPs). IDFG considers BMPs to be standard
in any development proposal, and as such not a mitigation strategy. The lack of detail made a
realistic determination of resource impacts infeasible. Therefore, discussions of mitigation are
premature and impractical.

From IDFG’s perspective, a mitigation plan should disclose the full range of actions and the potential
effects of those actions prior to developing a strategy on how to mitigate. An effective mitigation
plan should (1) identify potentially affected resources, (2) determine potential impacts to those
resources, (3) estimate the scope of impacts, (4) evaluate strategies to avoid, minimize, or replace
effected resources, and (5) contain performance measures and an adaptive management framework
for monitoring mitigation effectiveness. We have included an IDFG working document discussing
how impacts should be assessed and mitigated.

At a minimum, we suggest the County seek a mitigation plan that discloses three items, in
order. These are:

e The specific items proposed for the development which will cause impacts to fish and
wildlife resources.

s For each proposed development item, an analysis and accounting of the impacts to fish and
wildlife resources which would potentialiy occur.

e For each development item, a prioritized strategy (in order of preference) to (1) avoid the
impacts identified by not implementing the development item or choosing an alternative
item, (2) minimize the impacts by altering the proposed item, or (3) mitigate for the impacts
by replacing the values lost to the public or a similar value of related resources.
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Specific Comments

We have several over-arching questions regarding the plan and have identified multiple
inconsistencies, inaccuracies, and information gaps. A few of these include:

Fish Resources/Water Quality/Water Management

We were unable to determine how and if the plant would produce power in the event water
were delivered downstream after high flows had subsided; which is the period identified for
upper reservoir recharge (page 6, paragraph 3).

The document repeatedly refers to replacing lost fish resources as mitigation for fish lost to
entrainment, but fails to identify how this will be measured and valued {page 16, paragraph 5
and elsewhere). Further, the proposal eludes to design features for the pump inlet and
powerhouse to limit entrainment, but offers no detail on what or how this will be achieved
and how it will be monitored for effectiveness.

A daily <2.2 ft. fluctuation in ARR elevation will be most noticed in the inlet area and in the
head of bays (SFBR, Lime Cr, Falls Cr, etc., page 18, paragraph 2). These daily fluctuations
could have substantial impacis to boat ramps, shoreline boat mooring, and kokanee
escapement from July-September. The rapid dewatering of ARR in late summer/early fall
already stall kokanee escapement into the SFBR until the mud flat delta stabilizes. Kokanee
are vulnerable to predation and delayed during this time. [t is likely a daily 2+ foot
fluctuation will exacerbate this problem and potentially strand kokanee. While we will defer
to the US Forest Service regarding impacts to boat ramps they manage, it is likely boaters
that anchor boats just off the shoreline could experience problems.

We understand the details may not be available yet, but entrainment issues have been very
important in licensing discussions for hydroelectric projects on the Snake River (page 20,
bullets 3 and 4). In many cases, post-construction entrainment problems cannot be
cconomically addressed by the license holder because the infrastructure does not
accommodate the preferred entrainment mitigation. This discussion should be fleshed out
early to allow the applicants to incorporate best options, or at least include the potential for
enhanced entrainment deterrence options should they be warranted (e.g., bubble screens,
consideration of intake/flume elevation in relation to seasonal thermocline, etc.).

The proposal discusses water quality as it relates to daily operations, but does not address
water quality impacts should water be made available to downstream users (e.g., when >
10,000 acre-ft. are released to meet downstream demand, page 51, paragraph 1). The
proposal implies studies are in progress, and attempts to address water quality are from a
macro perspective. While this is understandable, more careful discussion and study is
warranted. For example, the hydro discharge occurs in a relatively confined reach of the
reservoir. A 10,000 acre-ft. release could have a substantial localized effect that would then
slowly move down reservoir toward the dam. We are concemned this could create a barrier
type effect for fish. We question whether a disturbed thermocline (stratification of water
based on temperature) would remain localized or would drift toward the dam. The proposal
also failed to address runoff into the upper reservoir. Nutrient loaded runoff could lead to
eutrophication of the upper reservoir. It is also unclear if operation of the facility over time
and under certain conditions could mobilize sediment.

The proposal should elaborate on the “unlikely if properly maintained” statement about
Biological Demand (BOD, page 59, paragraph 4). A new reservoir will grow aquatic
vegetation and have algae blooms, Natural processes will affect the BOD particularly if
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runoff or land management results in surface runoff nutrient loads. We agree BOD will be
less of an issue because of the frequent turnover; however, it does appear that a resident pool
will persist. Eutrophication will likely occur and could impact ARR at some level.

The proposzl indicates entrained fish will be detected, captured, and transported but again
provides no detail on how this will occur (page 76). We assume there will be some level of
“detected entrained fish” that would invoke the capture and transport of those fish. The
proposal failed to identify who will transport those fish. The capture and transpoit of live fish
is under IDFG jurisdiction. IDFG consultation and permit authority would be required with
the US Fish and Wildlife Service if bull trout were involved.

Wildlife Resources

The reference to open space being maintained to allow the project area to be used as a
migration corridor is probably not realistic nor is it supported by science. The elimination of
approximately 1,000 acres of habitat being used to site the upper reservoir will likely have a
funneling effect that ‘squeezes” migrating big game into areas also being developed for wind
and solar and other ancillary infrastructure, Though some level of continued movement
through the area would be anticipated, it is highly likely that the structural complexity of the
new envirenment would, at some level, affect the current degree of use. The long-term
ramifications of this effect are unknown, but certainly worth further study.

The plan contains little discussion of indirect effects. While it may be beyond the purview of
the County to require a hard look at indirect effects, we suggest they should be considered
particularly in the context of sage-grouse and big game habitat use, productivity, and
movement.

Statements implying the loss of habitat as a result of project development wiil not have a
significant impact on wildlife because these habitat types are abundant elsewhere is
unfounded. The use of an area by wildlife represents a suite of habitat selection criteria that
include, but are not limited to (1) the availability of resources arranged in a manner that
makes them accessible (without excessive cost to energetic resources of the animal), (2)
learned behaviors resulting from repeated generations of use and individual
experience/familiarity, and (3) avoidance of risks (e.g., predators, lower quality habitats,
geography, perceived threats, etc.}). Impacts to one of these selection criteria may not force an
animal to avoid previously used areas, but may have survival or productivity implications.
For example, sage-grouse are known to exhibit strong fidelity to seasonal use areas. Hens
commonly lay nests less than 0.5 miles from previous nest sites, often moving along identical
routes from year to year, using the same breeding locations throughout their lives. If a
disturbance eliminates or reduces the quality of a portion of their habitat, they do not simply
move to adjacent habitats, Their learned behaviors force them to use suboptimal habitats
which can lead to reduced nest initiation, reduced nest success, reduced fledging success,
disrupted mating activities, or mortality.

The plan recognizes the project area could provide habitat for resident and migratory bats,
raptors, and songbirds. The plan acknowledges wind energy related bird and bat mortality
can be an issue, but failed to articulate how potential mortality would be assessed, analyzed,
and mitigated (avoided, minimized, or replaced).

The potential for utility-scale solar energy facilities to affect wildlife was not addressed.
Potential effects include habitat joss and fragmentation, altered distribution and dispersal
patterns, altered or interrupted migration routes, avoidance of otherwise suitable habitat,
disturbance during sensitive periods, injury, and/or mortality. The proposal should clearly
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communicate how potential effects would be assessed, analyzed, and mitigated (avoided,
minimized, or replaced).

Closing

We appreciate the opportunity to provide a technical review of the mitigation plan. We remain
committed to assist the County in review of proposals regarding this development. However, enough
accurate and substantive detail must be provided regarding the proposed action, its effects, and
appropriate mitigations for IDFG to assess the value of the proposal relative to fish and wildlife
resources in the area.

As the conditional use permitting process moves forward, including any eavironmental analysis, the
State of Idaho may be submitting comments from relevant state agencies in a coordinated manner.
These comments will be provided by a Cooperating Agency designated by the state. If you have any
questions or need additional information please contact Mike McDonald, Environmental Staff
Biologist, at this office.

Sincerely,
R

Toby Boudreau
Magic Valley Regional Supervisor

Cc:  Cat Creek Energy, LLC (J. Carkulis)
OER - Boise (J. Chatburn)
IDFG - Boise (8. Kiefer/G. Vecellio)
Ecc: R4 staff
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IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND (G A M I s s s
MAGIC VALLEY REGION C.L. "Buich® Ouer * Governor
324 South 417 East, Suite | Virgit Moore 7 Divector
fevome, Idabo 83338

November 4, 2016

Alan Christy, Director

Elmore County Land Use and Building Department
520 East 2™ South Street

Mountain Home, 1D 83647

RE: Cat Creck Energy, LLC —~ Appeal to the Board of County Commissioners for five (5)
Couditional Use Permits

Dear Alan:

Idaho Department of Fish and Game (IDFG) staff has reviewed the conditional use permit
applications (applications) submitted by Cat Creek Energy, LLC (CCE) for the proposed Cat Creek
Energy Generation Facility. It is our understanding this opportunity for comment is a result of CCE’s
appeal to the Elmore County Board of Commissioners. According to information provided in the
applications, the facility would include a 400 MW pump-store hydroelectric facility with a 50,000
acre-ft. reservoir, a 40 MW AC photo-voltaic solar energy array, a 39 tower, 110 MW wind energy
facility, approximately 8 miles of 230 kV transmission line, a substation, operations and maintenance
buildings, an unknown quantity of new and improved all-weather road, and various other
infrastructure, IDFG staff has participated in the conditional use permitting process with Elmore
County (County) and CCE since July 2015. Our involvement to date has included briefing and issue
identification meetings with CCE representatives and participation in public hearings. IDFG also
provided the County formal written comments on CCE’s Elmore County Wildlife Mitigation Plan
(see attached).

The purpose of these comments is to assist the decision-making authority by providing a technical
review of the applications relative to potential adverse effects on fish and wildlife and their habitats
and an evaluation of the strategies identified in the plan to mitigate adverse effects. It is not the
purpose of IDFG to support or oppose this proposal. Resident species of fish and wildlife are
property of all Idaho citizens, and IDFG and the Idaho Fish and Game Commission are expressly
charged with statutory responsibility to preserve, protect, perpetuate and manage all fish and wildlife
in 1daho (Idaho Code 36-103 (a)). In fulfillment of our statutory charge and direction as provided by
the Idaho Legislature, we offer the following comments regarding the applications,

In IDFG’s February 2016 comment letter to the County, we provided background information,. data,
and issues relative to fish and wildlife resources and associated recreation in and around the proposed
project area. While this input is still relevant to the applications, IDFG has continued to gather data
on the seasonal movements of mule deer and elk relative to the proposed project. Our telemetry data
continues to suggest considerable seasonal use of the project area, particularly by elk moving from
high elevation summer habitat to winter range and back (Maps | & 2), We have additional telemetry
data that will be available in mid-November for the hearing,
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IDFG monitors sage-grouse leks throughout the state on an annual basis. In 2016 one new occupied
fek (E076) and two new unconfirmed leks were identified on the project area (Map 3).

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input on the applications. We remain committed to assist
the County in the review of proposals related to this development proposal. If you have any questions
or need additional information please contact Mike McDonald, Environmental Staff Biologist, at this
office.

Sincerely,
-

Toby Boudreau
Magic Valley Regional Supervisor

Ce:  Cat Creek Energy, LLC (J. Carkulis)
OER - Boise (J. Chatburn)
IDFG - Boise (S. Kiefer/G. Vecellio)
Ecc: R4 staff
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Beth Bresnahan

— S sl e ————
From: Alan Christy
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2016 8:11 AM
To: Beth Bresnahan
Subject: FW: Cat Creek Energy

Alan Christy

Director

Elmore County Land Use & Building Department
B Gaut 2nd Bouth, Mountals Home, 1 83647

Pegur {2008} SHY294% ex, 209 Fan: (208} 5822128
achrisly@ealmorecounty.org  www, elmorecounly.ora

Fraom: McDonald,Mike [mailto:mike.mcdonald@idfp.idaho.govi

Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2016 4:21 PM

To: Yames Carkulis' <icarkulis@exerpydevelopment.coms

Cc: Roger Rosentreter <roger rosenyeter0@gmail.coms; Gardon Brittan <gbrittan@exergydevelopment.com>
Subject: RE: Cat Creek Energy

James:

As we've discussed previously the deer and elk information is part of an on-going statewide research project. As data
becomes avaliable, we are using it Lo help inform the Decisions Makers {Elmore County Cormmission) as to wildlife
resource issues associnted with the proposed project araa. The additional date continues to reinforce what we've
previously stated, deer and elk travel through the proposed project area as part of their seasonal movemenis from
higher elevation summer habitats to low elevation winter habitats and back, The latest download {through Oct 2018},
which we pulled sarlier this week, will be ready in time for next week's hearing,

Ag noted in the letter to Eimore County, the new lek (ED76) on the proposed project area was discovered as part of the
State’s annual lek monitoring program, While 1DFG s the designated manager of the statewide datobase, the Jek
monitoring program {dats used o populate the database} is 2 collaborative effort with multiple federal, state, and
private partners. Asis the case for many areas in southern idabo, we are unaware of the status {Le., presence/absence)
of wildiife resources until an actual survey is conducted. This was the case for the discovery of this lek. It was discovered
during surveys on adjacent USFS lands and confirmad/verified during 8t lesst two follow-up visits.

With regards 1o the bat surveys, the work we did was part of a larger onetime reconnaissance survey throughout the
region intended to help us {and our partners) identify areas for future bat monitoring work. The anabat dats has vet to
be analyzed,

Hope this helps.

Mike McDonald

Environmental Staff Biologist

Idaho Department of Fish and Game
324 South 417 East, Suite 1
Jerome, 1D 83338

(208) 324-4359

{208) 324-8489 fax

00781






FIRST AMENDMENT TO DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT RELATIVE TO CAT
CREEK ENERGY, LLC CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS (CUP 2015-03, CUP 2015-04,
CUP 2015-05, CUP 2015-06, CUP 2015-07)

This First Amendment to Development Agreement Relative to Cat Creek Energy, LLC
Conditional Use Permits (CUP 2015-03, CUP 2015-04, CUP 2015-05, CUP 2015-06, CUP
2015-07) (the “Amendment”) is entered into this _ day of , 2018,
(“Effective Date”), by and between Elmore County (the “County”), a political subdivision of the
State of Idaho, and Cat Creek Energy, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company (the
“Developer”) (collectively, the “Parties™).

WITNESSETH:
WHEREAS, The Parties entered into a Development Agreement on February 9, 2018;

WHEREAS, As part of the Development Agreement, the Parties agreed to defer negotiations and
agreement on certain provisions related to water diversion and delivery to a later date, not to
exceed December 31, 2018,

WHEREAS, The Parties have now had an opportunity to negotiate certain provisions related to
water diversion and delivery and the Parties desire to memorialize the terms as more fully set
forth herein; and

WHEREAS, The Parties desire to enter into this First Amendment to Development Agreement to
replace Section 2.2 of the Development Agreement which states:

2.2. Water Storage and Delivery. Given the complexities of water
diversion and delivery related to the Project, and in an effort to move the Project
forward without further delay, the County and Developer have agreed to defer the
negotiation and execution of all Water Diversion and Delivery Agreements to a
later date, to be heard after notice and public hearing, but which shall be done
prior to December 31, 2018 or the CUP related to water shall lapse.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises, covenants, and provisions set forth
herein, the Parties agree as follows:

AMENDMENT

The Parties hereby agree to replace Section 2.2 of the Development Agreement with the
following:

2.2 Water Diversion and Delivery.

(a) The Developer shall divert and deliver water at a rate of up to 200 cubic feet per second
(cfs) to the County under its water right, in priority, on a continuous flow basis, from the South
Fork Boise River to Little Camas Reservoir by use of Developer’s infrastructure, as long as (1)



the water can be accepted into Little Camas Reservoir, as determined by the Mountain Home
Irrigation District, in its sole discretion; and (2) the water diversion and delivery does not prevent
the Developer from performing its ordinary water operations, which term is defined as generating
electricity via hydro-power or performing ordinary maintenance of its hydro-power infrastructure
and (3) Cat Creek Reservoir stored water is at least 20,000 acre feet. Developer’s duty to divert
and deliver water to the County shall be suspended during any emergency conditions that may
exist outside of the Developer’s control. The Developer agrees to use commercially reasonable
efforts not to schedule maintenance work during the anticipated water diversion and delivery
time periods for the County.

(b) For those years when the County elects to take water delivery under Section 2.2 (a)
above, charges for water diversion and delivery shall be billed to the County based on the
following: (1) the Developer’s actual cost of electricity for pumping the quantity of water
diverted and delivered to the County under its water right; plus (2) charges resulting from
multiplication of the Developer’s Operation and Maintenance Costs, as hereafter defined, in
dollars, times a ratio with the numerator being the actual volume of water diverted and delivered
to the County under its water right, and the denominator being the total volume of water pumped
from or discharged to Anderson Ranch Reservoir by Developer during the preceding twelve (12)
month period ending on the last day in which the County elects to take water delivery.
“Operating and Maintenance Costs” shall be the routine and ordinary operating and maintenance
costs for maintaining the pumping, diversion and delivery systems for water obtained from
Anderson Ranch Reservoir for hydro electrical generating, and pumping, diversion and delivery
of water to the County, by the Developer. Operating and Maintenance Costs shall not include: (i)
any charges for the actual cost of electricity for water pumping, diversion or delivery; (ii) any
cost for the construction of the pumping, diversion or delivery systems for the hydro electrical
generating or the pumping, diversion or delivery systems to provide water to the County, or any
other costs of construction by Developer or otherwise; and (iii) any cost for the replacement of
any portion of said pumping, diversion or delivery systems. Billing invoices from the Developer
shall specify the total amount of water pumped, diverted and discharged to the Anderson Ranch
Reservoir by the Developer and the total amount of water diverted and delivered into Little
Camas Reservoir for the benefit of the County as well as the actual Operating and Maintenance
Costs for the twelve (12) month period described above in which the County takes water
delivery. The Developer shall invoice the County within ninety (90) days from the end of water
delivery to the County for that water delivery period and provide copies of its electricity cost,
operation and maintenance costs, and its water diversion records to the County with the annual
invoicing. Payment by the County shall be due and payable thirty (30) days after receipt of the
annual invoicing.

(¢) The Developer consents to use of its diversion point for diversion of water under the
County’s water right.

(d) The County will inform the Developer, or its designated agent, no less than twenty-four
(24) hours prior to any County request for diversion and delivery of water under its water right.
Provided, however, the County shall be under no obligation to request diversion or delivery of
any water, or accept any water, and any County request for water diversion or delivery shall be in
the County’s sole discretion.
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(e) The Developer shall withdraw its pending protest at the Idaho Department of Water
Resources against the County’s application for water permit no. 63-34348 within 24 hours of
execution of this Amendment. The County agrees that it will not protest Developer’s water right
application No. 63-34403 filed with the Idaho Department of Water Resources.

(f) The Developer, the Landowners, the County, and their agents, consultants, and
employees shall act in good faith regarding the County and Developer’s pursuit of a water permit
and license under their respective applications, pending before the Idaho Department of Water
Resources, and shall also act in good faith regarding the County and Developer’s relationship
with the Mountain Home Irrigation District.

(g)  Notwithstanding anything in the Development Agreement to the contrary, the

County’s obligations to pay for electricity for pumping and the County’s share of operating and
maintenance expenses under Section 2.2(b) of the Amendment in connection with the diversion
and delivery of water by the Developer to the County under Section 2.2(a), shall be subject to
and dependent upon the appropriations being made in the fiscal year for the diversion and
delivery of water by the Elmore County Board of Commissioners for such purpose.

ALL OTHER PROVISIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT SHALL REMAIN IN
FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.

[SIGNATURES TO FOLLOW]
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Commissioners hold hearing
on Water agreementwith CCE

by Slephanic Root
Moutiain Hume News

On Aug 24 dhe Elinore County
Commiissioners held a public hearing
on ihe Cat Croek Energy Praject. This
hearing was for e First Amendment
tw the D I cl Tor

Couldu’t thul be pretty substantial.”
“Ji could be very subslontial,
sponded Campbell. Bu e added that
the vost would be based upuu propor-
tion of the water used by the county,
The developer would not agiee
W|Lhn\|| the operational costs and

\he projects Conditional  Use Penuis.
Ihe Amendment covers the hydro-
eleciric portion of (he propesed de-
velopinen,

The project’s CUPs were ori
nally appraved by the commissianers
in Feb 2017 afler they held 1wo pub-
Jic hearings on live Separate penmils
in Noveber of 2016, The CLUPs had
made il 1o the commissioners on ap-
peal of Cat Creek Encrgy afier they
were originally denied by the County
Planning and Zoning Board

When the permits were approved
by the commissioners oue of the
conditions was Tor i Developmenial
Agreement (o be approved by both
Ihe county and the developers, Alier
a long process it saw any. more
public hearings fhe DA was Gnlly
agreed 10 and approved by the com-
missioners in Feb. 2018, The only
way that agreement was able (o be
reached was by removing the con-
lentious water prtion of the comract
with an agreement in its place saling
Ihe parlies hadl a year (0 nepotiale the
ferms of the hydroelectric portion,

[n the terns of 1he waler seclion
CCE agreed o pay in full 1 construet
Ihe infrastructure needed (o divert
water from Cat Cieek Reservair 1o
Linle Camat Rewervoir for te coun-
1y.The county wiouhd only be required
1© pay for e power seded nik diven
the water and = peo el st i
mainenance and ipersion cuils. The
county would only be charged un
years when the county decides w take
the waler,

CCE also agreed w pravide cop-
ies of all of the records detailing in-
voices and water use,

They also tried  simplify the
process that would be necessary fur
Ihe counly 1o gel wale) according lo
CCE Luwyer Tewi Pickens Manwei-
ler.

CCE also ngreed t0 remove their
protest over the county’s vater night
application, Anoiher part af the wa-
ler section says (e Iwo parties will
nut impede each olher when working
with ollier agencies.

Manweiler also said that the de-
velopers had laken the questions and
concerns of the public inte considler-
oflon,

"We've m’l(l\‘ concessions,” said
Manscsler,  We'ts corering e cost

und thic covnty would
not agree if it had to pay to build the
infrasiruciore.

Il did nat sit right with the

have been tald one
thing al public hearings in 2016 and
additional costs of
tions and maintenance,” Com-
oner Corbus poinced out

1 am fully supporiive of the
amendiment,” County Attorney Buzz
Grant said, I strongly recammend
i

Grant weol on do inform the
room that § Bar Ranch had filed o
Notice of Objeciion tg the hearing
the day before.

The finst item i ihe objection
was asking for Commissioner Al
laler 10 nol panicipate in the mitler.
Grant said he w. J thar

arpues that the commissioncrs are |
employees of the county and thirefor
liave a conflict

Before Closing the hearing a de-
Iibcration dalc of Sepl. ? ar 1:30 pan
was sel,

A deliberation over Ihe re-hene
ing un other amendments @ the De-
velopment Agreement iad been sel to
being right afier the hearing.

Commissioner” Corbus  sited
the defiberarions by saying that he
and Camniissioner Wootan had re-
ceived the bulk of the piperwork the
day hefore and he would Jike more
me (o digest it before waking any
decision.

"l is a tremendous amount ol in-
formation Lo digest and undeistand,”
Commissioner Corbus said.,

It was decided that the two de-
liberations will Follow back-to-back
on Sepl. 7. The deliberation un the
re-hearing is scheduled 1o go firs! at

sLLrying 1o make sure
we o the besl job we i, Cannis
sioner Woolan said,

was aven mentioned” since Com-
missianer Holer hid recused limsell
from the wnatier mowths awo after be-
coming par of the group helping 10
negatiate ihe terms ol the Develop-
wienta] Agrermm

5 ar Ranch alsa feel that the
approval of the pennils was a conllict
ol interest Tou ahe conumissioners.
According w Grant te Idubo St~
nle SBR was referiing (o refers 1o the
personal Lenelit of a commissioner
and docs not apply 1o this silation.

“Il'a couniy vould not benefit no
CUP could ever be approved,” Grant
said.

Merlin Clark, counsel for S Bar |

Ranch, said hat they “obvionsly
have @ disagreement” on the mean-
ing of contlict of ittcrest, He wenl on
(6 say Ut matier would cventunlly
have 1o be decided by the courts if the
project praceeds

“The county is dependent on the
waer diversion, d.

s quickly
coniriklicted that saying it St
true” and Ut the county has other
options La receive water.

Campbell said that Ihe poin be-
ing raised by SBR was very clearly
contemplared in the agreement, The
diversion provided by CCL is  the
cannly’s secand point of diversion
witli shet Cosisty s tirain divriabodi bo-
ing dcaled (it o COR

Clark srged Dl i0 il mokes 3
point il exeablibing Ut sevvsd i
\'ulkvmpolmldn(p\’amrmmy

l o 1l CUP,

of quite npu‘sm

Gary  Skile.  co-counselor 1o
Manweiler, agreed adding the agree-
nent 1o “epoperie in geod fa
pivolal.*

I doesn't Teel like its ever been
in pood Faith,” Commissionst Bud
Corbus saisl, refeming 1o the waler
protest and a meeling dat  Jepresen-
Lative ol CCE had with the Mauntain
ITome Irrigation Distriet.

When Counly Wiater Alloniey
Scoue Campbell las his chance W
speak he said that the water ageee-
ment was a good compromise be-
tween hath parties,

Camphell weat inlo deeper delail
of cach purt of the water scction. Ac-
cording to the agrecingnt CCE shall
diver and deliver the max amount ol
water e county s ashed for it ils
waler right applicasion. T hie water has
Io be delivesed in order of priorily,
meaning the counly would get theirs
Hirat, Thee waaper will il e delivere)
on a continuous basis and will nat be
held Tor slorage in Ca Creek Reser-
voir.

One ot the provisions that CCE
iusisicd upon says Ihat Uie water will
only be accepted imto Little Camas
Reservoir upan the discretion of the
Mountain Home lrrigatiou Disnicl.
Another ane was that the diversion of
water shall not hinder CCE's normal
operations, which Camphell admit-
ted, conld cause issies dawn the road.

Water Jevels in CCE Reservair
must uho be above 20000 ucre (eel,
but Campbell said that should not
pose a problem since that is consid-
ered the bnse level for the reservair,

Taking water iw 8 givew water
year is at the sole diseretion of (he
county and they only pay if they de-
cide 1o take it. The councy must give
CCE 24 hours nalice when they de-
cide (o aceepr the waler,

“Developers  operations  and
maintenince costs, isn't tat preny
broad.” asked Commissioner Carbus,

The gouty b a:n dﬂaullnn 10
el smd “vur whole geal is for
b pevgele ' of the oominty.” Commis-
sioner Chairmian Wes Woolan suid

Cluk linished by saying thal
SBR bad objected 1o Commissivner
Hofer “just 10 preserve diat right for
down (he 10ad.”

nthag CCE's sebisrsd Msiwei-
ler poinscd oul that fhe proips had
apealicrt wbwial e duniis to die connty
shariag iz public heasings for he De-
velopment Agreement.,

"5 not clear and concise,”
Cosmmisbonst Cotbin sabd "sod we
g bk ing sbout & billaon ikiTler proj-
e«

anwiber amvevcrod it i nc-
iMiating parties ad booked 9t many
v st v U cemits skl <1 dominly
it literally ouly geaying for what the

counily uses.”

She woi on 1o say Ihal every
acre foud ol warer has w be identi-
fied in CCE" jecords. They “have 1o
prove it is acrual = Including not only
the water diveried 1o Litlle Canvas for
the enimly but the Lota) waler pumped
froni Andessm Ranch 13ain. ‘They
nust alsy provide all the pecacds
of the costs of power aid dgerition
within 90 days (romi the end of the
water use year,

"The provisions nre s sgerifhe an
we can be withiout the pevil eoite,”
Manweiler sabik, “We dliil ibe bont we
could o prolect both the county and
Cat Creek,”

She weiil o1t 1o aduress the argu-
ment that the project is a conflict of
interest for the county.

“Saying his is a conflict of infer-
estis like saying a condition to pave u
ronl, adhl sewer and water lines elcet-
era wonhd he-a gundlict of interest,”
Nabwgiler sbd,

Acenaisng w0 the conilict of in-
tereit statisle @i cinployee cannot
beneliv from a development. SBR

Want to
advertise?
Call us!
(208)587-3331
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O Anp. 25 Moustain Honss
Cros Conmiry desa aveled w T
deroan Sede Park in MeCull 1o cone |
e in the Dash and Splank. Teams
were not scoeced sl (e gy il o
bt prio ok Mooitals Howe Tigens. -

The giels ran in & vight' fack
thiiugleont the rave |lspaly Brown
wowt A with  tije of TUAN, Caijei-
elle Ochoa; sixth widh 24:15, Chal- §
iize Lawson; scventh with 24:16, and ¢
Rachel Lampyiéis; dighth wich 24:17. .

For Ihe kg fagab Criddle came -
in fiest with u thine of [R:22 and was
named King of ihe Hill for Seing ihe
first. rudngn e besih the fop of the big- «
gost hill i e race, Chitbiblus Blatrells
finished hind with a thne of 1932,
Korbin Peierson; fouith with 19:56,
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MENU

CAMPER SCHEDULE (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/CAMPERS-ONLY/}

CAMPING FAQ (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/FAQ/}

CAMPING MAP (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/MAP/)

CAMPING PACKAGES {(HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/PACKAGES)/)

GLAMPING (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/PACKAGES/GLAMPING/)

COUNTRY COMFORT (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/PACKAGES/COUNTRY-
COMFORT/)

VIP FANCY PANTS (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/PACKAGES/FANCY-PANTS/)

PRIVATE PRIVY (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/PACKAGES/PRIVATE-PRIVY/)

CAMPING VEHICLE FAQ (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/CAMPING-VEHICLE-
FAQ/)

SAGE GROUSE (HTTP://MOUNTAINHOMEFESTIVAL.COM/CAMPING/SAGE-GROUSE/)

 Save you HIEARD cbout the BIRD?



Fest Fans, we need your help! Elmore County is the home of the Greater Sage-Grouse, a beautiful, ground-
dwelling bird that is a candidate for listing under the Endangered Species Act. Together, let's work to ensure
the well-being of the Sage-Grouse as well as its surrounding habitat. Here’s how you can help:

O

STAY ON SITE

Do not use the surrounding Sage-Grouse habitat for camping, hiking, riding off-road vehicles or exercising
your dogs.

B

FEST RESPONSIBLY

Fireworks, off-road driving, smoking* and shooting all increase the risk of wildfires and are strictly prohibited
on Festival grounds.

Smoking is permitted only in designated areas within the venue.

8

KEEP WATCH

Notify on-site security if you see something out of place or notice someone venturing off into the wild, starting
a campfire or engaging in otherwise potentially dangerous behavior.

For more information, contact:

Idaho Department of Fish and Game
Contact the nearest Regional Office to you or phone 208-334-2920 (tel:12083342920) or 208-287-2752
(tel:12082872752)

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Contact the District Conservationist at the NRCS Field Office nearest you

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Contact the Idaho Fish and Wildlife Office 208-378-5267 (tel:12083785267) or 208-685-6951 (tel:12086856951),
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(Unofficial) 04/04/2017

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
Pacific Northwest Region
Snake River Area Office .
230 Collins Road m
IN REPLY REFER TO: Boise, ID 83702-4520 &
SRA-1000

i
1.1.0 MAR 2 4 2017 =

=1

il
M. James T. Carkulis =y U
Cat Creek Energy, LLC = e
398 S. 9 St.. Suite 240 o7 o
Boise, ID 83702 g £

Jearkulis@exergydevelopment.com

Subject: Bureau of Reclamation Expectations regarding the Lease of Power Privilege Process for

Pumped-Storage Hydropower Development at Anderson Ranch Reservoir, Boise Project,
Idaho

Dear Mr. Carkulis:

It has come to our attention that Cat Creek Energy, LLC (Cat Creek) representatives have recently
publicly portrayed significant progress in the Lease of Power Privilege (LOPP) process for the proposed
pumped-storage hydropower development at Anderson Ranch Reservoir, a Reclamation facility. Asa
result of those statements, Reclamation is concemned that Cat Creek does not understand the LOPP
process, current status, or a realistic timeline, especially given that little progress has been made since
Reclamation notified Cat Creek of its selection as preliminary lessee by letter dated October 17, 2016.

The intent of this letter is to correct Cat Creek’s mistaken representations by emphasizing the current
status of the process and highlighting our reasons for concern.

Reclamation recently viewed a briefing Douglas R. Jones provided to the Idaho House Environment,
Energy and Technology Committee on March 20, 2017, located at hitp://lso.legislature.idaho.gov/

MediaArchive/MainMenu.do. Erroneous portrayals of the progress in that briefing and other venues
have included the following:

Cat Creek has a letter from Reclamation to use water out of Anderson Ranch Reservoir
Cat Creek has designated an agency (FERC or Reclamation) as the lead
The Environmental Impact Statement needs to be completed and signed off within six months

Cat Creek intends to start construction by late this summer (2017) and have the entire project up
and running by 2020

Reclamation’s October 17, 2016 letter to Cat Creek does not authorize Cat Creek to use water from
Anderson Ranch Reservoir or to begin construction activities. The letter indicates next steps in the
LOPP process. Two important steps are reiterated here. First, Reclamation requires signature of a
contributing funds agreement that will fund Reclamation review of the project, including
environmental compliance activities, before proceeding further. Second, a mutually agreed upon
preliminary LOPP agreement will be necessary before further steps can be taken, Neither of these
steps have been completed. The law imposes on Reclamation strict requirements to have a contributed

funds agreement in place before even expending efforts on an LOPP project once the preliminary
lessee has been identified.




20170405-0167 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 04/04/2017

The location of the proposed project is within the jurisdiction of both Reclamation and the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). Both agencies are required to comply with federal
environmental laws, including the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Reclamation and
FERC will decide who will lead the compliance effort. While both agencies have discussed potential
roles, Reclamation and FERC will need to define the process for coordinating roles and responsibilities
following Reclamation receipt of the contributed funds agreement, as well as Cat Creek
communicating to FERC which of the three FERC processes it would like to utilize.

The anticipated timeline for the NEPA process on a project of this complexity is several years.
Anderson Ranch Reservoir is habitat for Bull Trout, a listed endangered species, further complicating
the NEPA process and likely extending the timeline. Given Cat Creek’s delay in executing a
contributed funds agreement, the second step in this lengthy process, Reclamation has been forced to
release designated resources to address active demands and will have to re-assemble its team if and
when Cat Creek executes the agreement.

Considering the project complexities and relevant legal mandates, Reclamation does not believe the
publically portrayed timelines are realistic. We do not want to hinder progress, but want to make clear
our expectations for the project and the need for Cat Creek to engage in order to begin detailed
planning and review. Please feel free to contact me at 208-383-2246 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

-

(/7"\/

h Roland K. Springer
Area Manager
ce
Brian Patton Mr. Roger Chase
Idaho Department of Water Resources Chairman
P.O. Box 83720 Idaho Water Resource Board
Boise, ID 83720-0098 4985 Clearview Avenue
Brian.Patton@idwr.idaho.gov : Pocatello, ID 83204-5023
rwchase33@gmail.com

Mr. John Chatburn Ryan Hansen
ldaho Office of Energy and Mineral Resources Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
304 N. 8% §t., Ste 250 888 1st St NE
Boise, ID 83720-0199 Washington DC 20426
john.chatburn@oer.idaho.gov ryan.hansen@ferc.gov

Mr. Nick Josten

2742 St. Charles Ave
Idaho Falls, ID 83404
gsense@cableone.net



